
The course was generally a success. It was certainly an improvement on the impromptu 
organized digital course the year before. It was structured as follows: 7 lectures, of four 
hours each; a workshop week of 5 full days, a number of which featured guest lectures from 
around the globe; 15 minute conversations about essays with each of the students; a day of 
group presentations; and a paper assignment. In addition, Kayla met with students each 
Friday for two hours to talk through difficult issues and texts that we did not manage to 
cover during class.  
 
Judging from the conversation we had in class and Kayla had with students in their meeting, 
students enjoyed the course very much. This manifested itself in excellent participation and 
truly remarkable group work. The essays were also generally of good quality. It is difficult to 
maintain momentum for any course, but especially one that is at once difficult theoretically, 
extensive and intensive – and takes place online. I really commend the students for 
remaining enthusiastic and sharp throughout. 
 
One thing that students did mention they found difficult was 1. The assigned reading: there 
was a lot of material to cover, and though the course’s reading instructions stipulated that 
the texts did not have to be learned by heart, I agree that it is a lot. 2. The ambition and 
scope of the work shop week and group assignment. The workshop week requires from 
both staff and students intense participation. This makes the week special. But it is also 
exhausting. This manifested itself especially in the group assignment, which was due a few 
weeks after the week had finished. Students felt they worked on it too long, especially since 
it was not graded. I agree that this is something that requires improvement, and we agreed 
that it would be better to bring the deadline closer to the week.  
 


